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KEYNES INFLUENCE IN WASHINGTON 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER, as a rule, presents those views and news analyses as the editors 
derive from a condensation of many news media. However, as in the case of the following, there are 
times when a good deal of research has already been done by competent individuals and set forth in a 
most intelligent manner. In such instances, we are obliged to present to our readers, either whole or in 
part, the original study. 


The Texas Councilor (Mrs. Sam H. Davis, Editor), in an editorial printed Jan. 5, 1961, made an 
alarming analysis of the current political trend with special reference to our recently elected and ap- 
pointed administration. Basis for this conclusive reasoning is a factual and authoritative new book, 
Keynes At Harvard. Consisting almost entirely of extracts from the book, the editorial said: 


“Our newly elected President of the United States is busily engaged in rounding out his coterie 
of captains and lieutenants for his Executive Department, who, in conjunction with like-minded sup- 
porters in the Congress, and with cooperative assistance from the U. S. Supreme Court, are to establish 
the ‘new frontier’ for America. 


“President-elect John Kennedy, himself a Harvard alumnus — as well as an alumnus of Harold 
Laski’s Fabian Socialist training school in Britain, the London School of Economics — has recruited a 
vast majority of his political family from graduates or professors of Harvard University. (And there is 
good reason to suspect that those who are not Harvard men are nonetheless, of their school of thought.) 


“Should Mr. Kennedy’s penchant for Harvard-trained men as advisers be accepted as evidence 
that, at heart, the new President is not really a radical, and that his regime will be a middle-of-the-road, 
businesslike administration — as most political reporters would have us believe? 


“Quotations from a new book, “KEYNES AT HARVARD,” price $2.00 per copy, Veritas Foun- 
dation, P. O. Box 340, Wall Street Station, New York 5, N. Y., should awaken the Congress and the 
people to what we may expect from this new administration, and that picture is most alarming. 


‘Members of the U. S. Senate, in keeping with their oath of office to defend the Constitution of 
the United States, should remember that they have not only the Constitutional right, but the duty to 
block the appointment of any Presidential nominee whom they deem inimical to our form of govern- 
ment, and this they must do to many of Mr. Kennedy’s selections for important positions — if we 
are to save our Republic. 





“Here are just a few quotations from this thorough- 
ly documented book: 


“"* * * the impression is generally held that it is 
very respectable to be a Fabian socialist such as Ramsay 
MacDonald, or to be a follower of Keynes, or a “liberal” 
(in the modern sense of the word) such as A. A. Berle 
(H’13); whereas it is not respectable to be a Com- 
munist such as Earl Browder or Khrushchev, or a Nazi 
like Hitler, or a Fascist like Mussolini. 


“Actually all these people are striving toward the 
same end—concentration of power in the hands of 
a few. 


““The main difference between them is the 
struggle of the leaders of each group to become 
the exclusive arbiters of power. Once they ob- 
tain full power they inevitably gravitate toward 
absolute control of all human life. 


““They operate very much like the gangs of the 
United States. Gangsters fight and even kill each other 
to gain power, but immediately close their ranks when 
attacked by the forces of law and order. In radical 
politics you find clerics like Reinhold Neibuhr support- 
ing the worst of the communists. That is why you will 
find Hitler, Mussolini and Stalin all enthusiastically 
embracing the Keynes system of economics. You will 
also find such Fabians as Keynes and Bernard Shaw 
visiting Russia, and vociferously supporting the Russian 
government’s method and aims. 


“ *There is a difference between the Fabians 
on one extreme and the Communists and Fascists 
on the other. However, it is merely a difference 
in methods. The Fabians believe in ‘easing’ into 
absolute power by deceit. The Communists and 
Fascists believe in attaining power by violence. 
The ends are the same since absolute power can 
only be maintained by violent repressions. 


“ “The ‘Keynes’ school of this ‘political underworld’ 
is particularly adept at this Machiavellian method of 
advancing tyranny. * * * 


“Keynes American followers in the Harvard eco- 
nomics department, together with those they have 
planted throughout the various colleges of the United 
States, are adept at this art. As a result, many big busi- 
nessmen have swallowed hook, line and sinker, the so- 
called ‘Keynesian economics.’ And because the Keynes- 
ians have made the dose so tasty and disguised its flavor, 
some businessmen have not only swallowed the Keynes 
economics, but have themselves advanced far down the 
path of Fabianism. They have been taught by the very 
group that plans their destruction to vilify and savagely 
attack not only those who oppose Fabianism but even 
those who attack Communism.’ (pp. 2-3) 


““There are three main trends of socialist thought 
in the Western World. They are the communist soviet 
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brand; social democrats neo-Marxism; and Keynesian 
theories which are actually an extension of the Fabian 
movement. * * * 


‘* “All three together had dominated the Har- 
vard economics department for years and have 
managed to muzzle all free enterprise advocates. 
Of the three factions, the Keynesian element pre- 
dominates. Paul M. Sweezy, who reflected the 
Kremlin line in teaching economics, complained 
that the Keynesians were ‘regularly in a substan- 
tial majority after 1936.’ The economics depart- 
ment was the ideological beachhead from which 
leftism invaded the rest of Harvard University. 
Harvard was the LAUNCHING PAD for the 
Keynesian rocket in America. (pp. 9-10) 


““After the year 1900, the pattern at Harvard fol- 
lowed the general evolution of socialism-communism in 
the Western world. Among the most virulent radical 
groups in Harvard were the Fabian Socialists; Felix 
Frankfurter, Harvard Law School, 1906, Walter Lipp- 
man, Harvard ’10, Roger N. Baldwin, ’04, Stuart Chase, 
"10 were some of the Fabians in Harvard during that 
period. British Fabian lecturers taught at Harvard; 
Graham Wallas (about 1910), Bertrand Russell 
(1914), Harold Laski (1913). Professors and teach- 
ers of leftist persuasion, aided by professional agitators, 
organized students and the faculty. These in turn in- 
filtrated established student organizations and the Har- 
vard administrative apparatus. 


“‘The Bolshevik Revolution whipped the socialist 
ranks into a ferment. Young radicals like John Reed 
(Harvard ’10) joined the Bolshevik movement out- 
right. Large segments of the Fabian Socialist and 
Marxian Socialist groups broke away to help form the 
Communist Party of the United States. Others re- 
mained socialists, enjoying the cover of respectability 
while secretly sympathizing with the Bolsheviks. 


“ “In the 1920’s revolutionary coteries formed 
around leftists leaders. One was Felix Frank- 
furter. His Harvard proteges spanned the full 
spectrum ranging from Fabian socialism to Rus- 
sian Bolshevism. * * * (pp. 11-12) 


“ “During this period, Frankfurter was a di- 
rector of the National Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Colored People (NAACP) and also 
served as national committee member of the 
American Civil Liberties Union. 


“Among Frankfurter’s intimates at Harvard (dur- 
ing the time Frankfurter was a professor—Ed.) was | 
British Fabian leader Harold J. Laski whose pro-bolshe- 
vik bias eventually secured him a teaching post in 
Moscow. After Laski left Harvard for England his 
collaboration with Frankfurter was satirically referred — 


to in academic circles as the ‘Frankfurter-Laski Axis.’ 
(See “KEY NES” on page 7) 
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DIGEST 


An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur's Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


ATLAS IN THE WHITE HOUSE: 1961-1964 


EDITORIAL COMMENT: Lawrence Griswold is an able writer and 
publicist. He edited for several years an international news-letter 
“Background for Tomorrow,” Washington, D.C. 

Griswold’s analysis is erudite and historically accurate. There are 
some important areas, however, in which he flatly overrates the 
enemy, especially Red China. 

While the malevolent dismissal of General MacArthur gave the 
defeated Chinese hordes in North Korea a breathing spell which U.N. 
manipulation of an “armistice” transformed into a wholly fictitious 
“victory” —they know (and we should never forget) that by April 
1951 —seventy-five (75) of the best Chinese Divisions had been 
literally consumed, burnt out, reduced to shattered remnants — and 
this was done by 8/9 American and 10/12 battered North-Korean 
Divisions, in a military ratio of 1:9 and 1:4 respectively. This could 
hardly be advertised as a “victory.” The relative standard of military 
performance was thus clearly established as between Russian equipped 
Chinese cannon-fodder and the run-of-the-mili American draftee — 
(conscript is an infinitely more appropriate term) —though the 
fellow-travelling, liberal segment of the American Press tried desper- 
ately to smear the American Eight Army, rendering “aid and og 
to the enemy.” There is nothing to be ashamed about in that 
formance though, to quote General MacArthur: “There is no su i. 
tute for Victory.” 

While Atlas groans under his global burden, the point I would 


like to emphasize is a historical link between “cause and effect,” 

the defining of foreign policy, as developed by John Quincy po tay 

the sixth President of the United States, viz: 

> America goes not in search of monsters to destroy. 

She is the well wisher of the freedom and independence of all. 
She is the Champion and vindicator of her own. She will 
recommend the general cause by the countenance of her voice 
and the benignant sympathy of her example. She well knows 
that by once enlisting under other banners than her own, were 
they even the banners of foreign independence, she would 
involve herself beyond the power of extrication, in all the 
wars of interest and intrigue, of individual avarice, envy and 
ambition, which assume the colors and usurp the standards of 
freedom. The fundamental maxims of her policy would in- 
sensibly change from liberty to force. . 


That policy made America great. The liberal press-prostitutes, 
the crypto-communist commentators, the socialists and welfare-state 
circus barkers would have called this great statesman an “isolationist.” 
And indeed it has happened: America has enlisted under foreign 
banners. She is involved in wars of avarice, intrigue and ambition. 
Her bedfellows are Communist assassins and brigands —and she is 
involved beyond power of extrication. And we do not envy the man 
in the White House but rather offer what slight services we could 
render, in his coming hour of agony. 





An Evil Inheritance 


Although Senator Kennedy’s election to the Presi- 
dency was reported to be by the narrowest squeeze in 
American history of any candidate possessing a technical 
majority, the path ahead of him in world political 
matters may prove even narrower, for the President will 
inherit the consequences of nearly three decades of 
idiocies and blundering in foreign affairs. This would 
have been equally true, of course, had Nixon come out 
ahead. Indeed, it is even possible that the means of 
coping with these blunders so as to reduce the degree 
of disaster to the American people and nation may 
prove so unpopular to a society unused to real privation 
and unwilling to endure sacrifices now (in order to 
enjoy relative prosperity in the future) that the party 
in power will be vigorously repudiated, not only in the 
1964 elections, but in those that follow it within the 
next decade or two. The dead hand of three predeces- 
sors lies heavily on the new Presidential incumbent. 


Bread and Circuses 

For the first time since the Johnson Administration, 
the President will direct the affairs of a nation on the 
verge of bankruptcy, not only in international finance 
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and prestige, but in national morale, for the present 
country-wide apathy is merely a form of euphoria arising 
from the escapism of television and other “bread and 
circuses” devices which have so successfully, in recent 
decades, committed their planned brainwashing of the 
public. It was bread and circuses that blinded the 
Romans to the inglorious end awaiting the next gen- 
erations just as, in this Age of the Mountebank, the 
inanities of public entertainment and social panaceas 
have diverted or dulled (or both) the ability of the 
average American to question the reality of induced 
delusions of perpetual well-being. 


White House Responsibilities 


Never before in the history of the United States 
has the social, even the physical existence of the Ameri- 
can people been so precariously balanced upon the 
decisions of the White House. Even the blunders that 
led to the war of 1861-65 were shared among many 
men, Northerner and Southerner alike. Nowadays, a 
calculated risk that fails to evaluate and consider the 
least apparent, but nevertheless vital factor, can set 
off a chain reaction leading to universal disaster. No 
former President, from Washington to Eisenhower, was 
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faced by so appalling a prospect. If both Nixon and 
Kennedy fully understood what the office would mean 
to them, they were brave and dedicated men. And in 
order to survive the office —and to have it survive 
him — the President will need not only the courage 
and dedication he took with him, but great wisdom, 
fortitude — and prayer. 


Dead Hand of the Past 


This unhappy state of affairs was not inflicted 
upon previous chief executives of the United States for 
several simple reasons. The first was that the United 
States, until 1918, was too remote in John Quincy 
Adams’ calculated isolationism to cause any serious 
upset to world balance. Another reason was the exis- 
tence of a number of great nations who managed, by a 
series of shifting or semi-permanent alliances, to adjust 
their national differences or, at worst, to satisfy them 
by relatively unimportant wars. That such balance of 
power, or nations was impermanent was proven by the 
rise of a third European power to challenge Britain and 
France. Two nations which, until Bismarck’s time, had 
been able to preserve their sea-supremacy (Britain) and 
land supremacy (France) by manipulating alliances 
with their weaker neighbors, now found their traditional 
mutual hostility confused by the apparition of a third 
state, Germany. There were, of course, contributory 
causes to the outbreak of World War I, not the least 
of which were supplied by Imperial Russia and the 
disintegrating Austria-Hungary, but the end of the 
war found the United States among the principal naval 
and military powers instead of the Germany they had 
professed to fear. 


Lack of Foresight: Friend or Foe? 


The rise of Japan to primary ranks as well as the 
revival of defeated Germany led directly to World War 
II. Again Britain and France challenged Germany and 
again the world went mad. When this war came to 
a legal end, only two nations were left: The United 
States and the Soviet Union. Effectively, no nation of 
western Europe survived as a first class power. As a 
brief but significant commentary on American foreign 
policy and the quality of foresight of American states- 
men, it should be pointed out that after both wars in 
which the United States fought on the side of the vic- 
torious, it was found necessary and expedient to rush 
to the aid of former enemies in order to defend the 
United States from former allies. 


Blunders in the East: MacArthur Hamstrung 


Thus, in hastening to rebuild Japan as a northern 
bastion against the Soviet Union, in June 1950 when 
a Soviet-inspired attack on Korea — “the dagger aimed 
at the heart of Japan” — forced the United States to 
intervene in what subsequently was named a “Police 
Action” as a bow to the token contributions made by 
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U.N. forces, the conflict between Moscow and Wash- 
ington became brutally open, as two years previously, 
the Berlin blockade had foreshadowed. But instead of 
recognizing the reality of conflict, Washington ham- 
strung General MacArthur by restricting his military 
operations to the defensive and then, when he protested 
against such folly, summarily relieved him of command. 


This naturally led to an inexcusable, ennervating 
stalemate, fruitlessly expensive in lives and money. 
And what is worse, it led to twin disasters: a Korean 
“Armistice” which was nothing less than a surrender 
by the Eisenhower Administration and a consequent 
collapse of American prestige throughout the Orient, 
and the establishment of a Third Power in Red China. 
In such fashion, the blunders of the Roosevelt and 
Truman administrations set up and equipped the Soviet 
Union to provide the most dangerous challenge ever 
faced by the United States, and an insecure and upstart 
Communist China was awarded the prestige of power 
and the dominant influence stemming from it through- 
out the nations of Asia by the humiliating (to the US) 
peace of Panmunjom. 


Containment Came Too Late 


Almost all of the perils confronting Washington 
today derive from those twin massive errors in political 
judgment. Subsequent errors of commission and omis- 
sion have served to complicate these to a tremendous 
degree. One of the most obvious was the extremely 
tardy implementation of the so-called Kennan Plan, 
the political “encirclement” of the Soviet Union. 


The Kennan Plan to contain the USSR was devised 
while the brutal and ruthless Stalin was still engaged in 
expanding the political conquest of Russia’s neighbors. 
It was proposed early in the second Truman Administra- 
tion when promptness and intelligence in bringing its 
suggestions to reality could have forestalled many of 
the situations in Central Europe and Asia which have 
since developed. Most of these had gained a firm foot- 
hold and were already expanding outwardly when John 
Foster Dulles finally embarked on the system of alliances 
(SEATO-METO, etc.) which, however, had already 
become obsolete. Too late for what once was French 
Indo-China, Washington is now facing problems of 
acute importance with such newly “tndependent” states 
as Laos, Cambodia and both Viet Minh and Viet Nam. 
The problems of the Middle East and Africa, to say 
nothing of Southeast Asia, arising from Washington’s 
thoughtless campaign against “colonialism” is now a 
tidy collection of ultra-sensitive triggers of explosives. 
It is even reflected in the “desegregation” mess at home. 


Foreign Entanglements 


Without exaggeration, the United States has been 
committed, to a greater or lesser degree, to participation 
in the internal and external problems of every nation, 
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born or unborn, under the sun. With a disregard for 
its own welfare, truly Olympian in scale, and with an 
unconcern for the plain facts of life which surpasses 
the fantastic, Washington has pledged itself, in many 
cases, to Support the Separate causes of ancient enemies. 
To mention a few of these, there is the Balkan Pact, 
comprising the three mutually hostile states of 
Greece, Turkey and Yugoslavia; the former Baghdad 
Pact (METO), which not only included the continu- 
ously bickering states of Iraq and Iran, but tried to tie 
Syria to Turkey — its bitterest enemy excepting only 
France —but also strove to drag the Arabs into the 
alliance with Israel; SEATO, which pledged Thailand 
to the defense of Cambodia’s territory, a large part of 
which is claimed by Thailand; the Tripartite Convention 
which pledged Britain, France and Washington to 
uphold the Arab-Israel armistice frontiers. This con- 
vention, however, was somewhat vitiated in 1956 when, 
after threatening Egypt into concentrating its defenses 
at home to permit an Israeli surprise attack on the 
Sinai Peninsula, Britain and France then joined the 
assault on Egypt themselves. 


The N.A.T.O. Embroglio 


Even in the now moribund NATO, there are con- 
flicts with French policies in Algeria. Until recently, 
at any rate, the Pentagon has been backing Paris while 
the State Department backed the Algerians. Washing- 
ton has also been embarrassed by the occasional shoot- 
ing war between Iceland and Britain as well as by the 
Paris-Bonn fallings-out and makings-up, to say noth- 
ing of the Greco-Turkish quarrel over Cyprus (Greece 
and Turkey are NATO members, too) and the eco- 
nomic struggle between the “Inner Five” and “Outer 
Seven” of their NATO allies. 


Other points of irritation range from London’s 
chronic campaign to remove the strategic Oman Penin- 
sula from Saudi Arabia, which happens to be Wash- 
ington’s solitary ally in the Middle East, to keeping the 
peace between her METO ally of Pakistan which claims, 
with considerable justice, that neutralist Nehru has 
stolen Kashmir-Jammu, and India which refuses to 
allow a U.N. supervised plebiscite in that area which 
(until the UN took it up) Nehru had initially de- 
manded. 


To cite another instance with several megatons of 
TNT in it, there is the business of Indonesia and the 
Netherlands over West New Guinea. The Netherlands 
isa NATO ally and Indonesia is “neutralist” — ¢ polite 
name for flirtations with the Kremlin. Nevertheless, the 
United States (to whom the Indonesians—or those 
who wish it, anyway —are indebted to the Truman- 
Acheson conduct of foreign affairs) continues to send 
aid to Sukarno, whose frequently-expressed admiration 
for Russia and hatred for the West has earned him 
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sound “neutralist” standing, while we support the Dutch 
stand in the United Nations. 


“Neutralism,” a clarification of the 1943 Argentine 
policy of selling neutrality to both warring factions, is 
another development of the Truman-Acheson foreign 
policy. This, at the time, became known as “Titoism” 
since the Yugoslav Communist dictator, hitherto hostile 
to the United States, fell out with his former pal, 
Stalin, and managed to blackmail both Moscow and 
Washington into giving him handouts. 

(Continued Next Week) 





Algiers: 
Ferhat Abbas and de Gaulle 


For some years after the abortive boycott of Spain 
in the United Nations in 1947, General Franco was 
the “whipping boy” of the West. When the inexorable 
threat of the Kremlin took clearer shape, the United 
States hastened to make peace with the “Caudillo” be- 
cause the harassed West needed air and naval bases on 
the Iberian Peninsula, in an echelonment of depth that 
became inevitable as the range of Russian missiles in- 
creased. Now the pressure on Franco has partially 
subsided and the brainwashers are looking around for 
another victim. They found one in the Caribbean — 
Rafael Trujillo, staunch friend of the West for thirty 
years. They made effective use of the U.N. machinery 
to destroy him. It is understood, of course, that these 
maneuvers would require the support of leftist elements 
in the State Department and the White House. The 
anti-Trujillo clique managed to continually harass that 
regime, while at the same time enthusiastically support- 
ing Fidel Castro, tool of the Kremlin and expert prac- 
titioner of international brigandage. 


The “Liberal” Conspiracy: 


The characterization of the plot—the eventual 
purposes are easily recognizable (though carefully 
camouflaged by the brainwashing New York Press), 
viz: 


a. The use of democratic cliches totally inapplicable to 
people without traditional standards of civic and political 
experience, viz: Congo; Iraq; Gabon. 


b. The prompt support of political adventurers — regard- 
less of background and integrity: Lumumba; Castro; 
Sukarno. 


c. The bland acceptance of confiscation (theft) of private 
property: Castro and American Companies; Sukarno and 
Dutch Companies; etc. 


d. Within the United States the inferential support of 
Keynesian-Marxist principles: The destruction of the 
Middle Classes; The income tax. 


e. The tacit support of the Kremlin behind a mask of 
hypocritical humanitarianism: Silence on Hungary; on 
captive peoples behind the iron curtain; etc. 
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The New Target: General de Gaulle 


The brainwashers have shifted their sights: they 
are now aiming at France and de Gaulle. Let us agree 
that the General is “difficult,” in the sense of not being 
a pushover. He also has a long memory: His counsel 
was ignored by his Government in 1941 though he 
understood perfectly the tactical decisiveness of the 
“Blitzkrieg,” through armored and motorized columns. 
Chivvied and humiliated by Churchill and Roosevelt, 
both experts in this sadistic game, he kept on his course 
to revive France and restore her “presence militaire.” 
Temporarily in eclipse in an era of appeasement — the 
era of Mendes-France, the collapse of a series of futile 
Governments brought him forward once more — per- 
haps for the last time. The area of issue and controversy 
now is Algiers and the current four-year rebellion. This 
is no war of independence. There is no nation and no 
national conscience. The French have been in Algiers 
(1836) longer than the United States in Texas (1848), 
New Mexico and California. A “revival” of Mexican 
claims (as of Santa Ana and the Alamo), plus foreign 
intervention, would be immediately resented by Wash- 
ington! That's how some Frenchmen feel about Algiers. 


Fair Proposals by General de Gaulle: 


President de Gaulle is seeking to resolve the issue 
in Algeria on the basis of self-determination through a 
free and democratic vote by all its people. 


What de Gaulle proposes is a two-year armistice, so 
that the issues can be freely debated and the vote by 
secret ballot taken without the intimidation of terror. 


“Once a situation has been established whereby not 
more than 200 persons a year will lose their lives either 
in ambush or isolated attack,” he pleaded, there can be 
a “restoration of the free play of individuals and public 
liberties” for uncoerced decisions by the entire people. 
Cessation of “odious strife and fratricidal murders” is the 
indispensable precondition for “freedom of choice.” 


The United Nations Get into the Act: 


The Algerian question is on the agenda of the 
United Nations Assembly. The so-called Premier of his 
self-styled Algerian Provisional Government, Ferhat 
Abbas, is in effect telling the free world, and the United 
States in particular, “Intervene on our behalf —or 
else!” Or else Algeria will be turned over to the 
Communists! 


His government’s open alliance with the Moscow- 
Peiping Axis, Abbas warns, is close to “the point of no 
return.” The West, that is to say, must submit to his 
threat forthwith or face a Red satellite in North Africa 
—a dagger aimed at the heart of Europe. 


The Algerians, tragic victims of rebel terror, are 
not represented by Abbas and his associates who seek 
only unbridled lust and dornination. 
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Bernie in Aux Ecoutes, 
“Then I can give you all the volunteers you need.” 


European humor is biting, perceptive and thoroughly prejudice 
along nationalist, chauvinist lines. “Aux Ecoutes,” Paris, is no exce 
tion; indeed, as a French newspaper, the editors expect the worst fro 
Algiers and the self-styled “Rebel Government” of Ferhat Abba 
This cartoon pictures Abbas as a Khrushchev stooge contemplating 
fate of other Kremlin satellites. 


Red Algiers and N.A.T.O.: 


With cynical candor, Abbas reveals that the Krem 
lin and Chinese leaders expressed “deep gratitude” be 
cause the rebels “have immobilized for several years 
Algeria a number of divisions of the North Atlant 
Alliance.” It is therefore quite obvious why thos 
leaders are “urging increased military effort by th 
nationalists” — to tie up even more divisions require 
for defense of the West — perhaps in defense of Berlit 


Their purpose is to cripple NATO, by isolatiny 
France and immobilizing its military potential, and 
the process discredit the U.N. — the objective Khrush 
chev scarcely bothered to conceal in his recent antics 
the United Nations Assembly session. 


The sharp point of the blackmail strategy, Abb 
makes clear in his interview, is aimed at the Unite 
States. Its perpetrators count on a certain tendency ¢ 
Americans to go overboard in uncritical support of af 
Castro or Lumumba who employs the rhetoric of “ 
tional freedom” and “anti-colonialism.” A. N. Spane 


Editor’s Note: As of mid-January, the vote on Algeria has fa 
somewhat short of de Gaulle’s hopes; the overall figures, howevé 
are by no means discouraging. 


There is a suggestive differentiation between the percentages 
France (75%) and in Algiers (65%). The Algerian vote was ff 
urally affected by the violent interference of the rebels, especially 
urban centers like Algiers and Oran. There was some customaf 
throat-cutting (to discourage voting) —retaliatory fire by Frene 
troops on rebel-led mobs. The trappings of conventional, parliame' 
tary processes do not work too well in the African climate. Agaif 
this sinister background, that runs from the Congo to Cairo, the 
are still all sorts of American ‘‘do-gooders” and “One World Fanati¢ 
who insist on “United Nations supervised Elections” — the thre 
bare fetish of the West, blind to the growing Africanization of f 
U.N.; blind to its shabby record in Hungary; blind to the implicatid 
of Russo-Chinese intervention in North-Africa and Cuba. In thi 
connection, see my forthcoming article on American-tax-paid airfi 
and bases that are now accessible to Russian aircraft, viz: ‘Morocco 
Mistrals and Migs.” 
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“KEYN ES” (Continued from page 2) 


“ “Harvard became a pink and red hotbed. However, 
all these groups agreed on one goal, i. e., socialism. 
Their purpose bound them all into one general political 
underworld. Their over-all foe was capitalism, and 
their individual enemies were men of business. In this 
they all agree regardless of disagreement on method, 
to this very day. 


“In spite of Fabian socialists’ claims that 
they are non-communist, they have been per- 
forming a yeoman service for the Kremlin 
throughout the years. Indoctrination of under- 
graduates in socialism usually proceeded in three 
phases. First, the socialist lecturers conditioned 
the young minds to hate capitalism as an out- 
moded and cruel system; the second phase was 
to despise and distrust individual capitalists as 
exploiters and reactionaries who oppose social 
improvements and thirdly the fledgling radical 
is hooked by clever ‘scientific examples’ and 
formulae which prove to him that the present 
world order is predestined to collapse and so- 
cialism is foreordained to take its place. 


ce © 


The folklore among conservatives which pictures 
the socialist as ‘harmless’ is something that left-wingers 
have implanted through many years of constant repeti- 
tion. The socialist approach may be ‘soft’ and ‘harm- 
less’ in approach but the inevitable consequences of 
socialist activity are both tragic and catastrophic to 
society. (pp. 12-13) 


““Walter Lippman and Felix Frankfurter 
managed to attach themselves as special assist- 
ants to the Secretary of War in 1917. While 
there, Lippman and Frankfurter became closely 
associated with the then Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, Franklin D. Roosevelt.’ F. D. R. later 
rewarded this friendship by appointing Frank- 
furter to the Supreme Court and American Fa- 
bians capitalized on this connection with hand- 
outs of jobs in key Government positions. (pp. 
35-36) 
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The parent movement connecting the various 
imFabian ‘fronts’ in America to this day is the League for 
i@industrial Democracy. An examination of the back- 
Meround of those associated with this Fabian network 
Wa indicates that they were the nucleus of the ‘Brain Trust’ 
imof the Washington bureaucracy. They have been the 
Wmfountainhead of big government and big spending 
fm philosophies. 


“ “Alvin Hansen, Seymour E. Harris and J. 
KENNETH GALBRAITH (a close adviser of 
John Kennedy—Ed.), all professors of the Har- 
vard Economics Department, and others of their 
ilk have not only served as administrators of 
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huge Federal Bureaus but have planted a swarm 
of their followers in government bureaucracies.’ 


(Note by Ed.: The authors identify Harris as a 
‘big wig’ of Americans for Democratic Action, 
or ADA, and state that an official Soviet maga- 
zine features an article by Galbraith advocating 
greater spending by the United States and agree- 
ing with Khrushchev that this country should 
disarm. (pp. 38-39) 
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From academic circles the Keynesian dogma per- 
colated into government on all levels. Not only those 
bureaus having to do with economic and statistical 
matters were affected but policy making bodies such as 
the State Department, the Presidential office, the Treas- 
ury, the Department of Agriculture, and the Depart- 
ment of Labor were dominated by Keynesian thinking. 


“ “Huge tax-free Foundations, such as the 
Ford, Carnegie and Guggenheim Foundations, 
backed by Billions of Dollars, became the rest- 
ing places of Keynesism. 


“Harvard professor socialists ADA-er Seymour K. 
Harris was quoted as saying: 


eee 


Our economy is no longer predominantly 
one of millions of workers, farmers, and small 
enterprises operating in a competitive manner; 
rather, each monopolistic group is organized in 
large agglomerations, struggling for the maxi- 
mum share of the national output. Each monop- 
olistic group has tremendous political as well as 
economic power, and is in a position to paralyze 
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our economy. 


“And Kennedy’s adviser, Galbraith, ‘gloats 
over the fact of a government frozen in the 
Keynesian pattern: 


““There is a widespread notion that one of 
the most primitive of modern ideological choices 
is whether a government shall be Keynesian or 
not... no present or future administration real- 
ly has the non-Keynesian choice!’ 


“Keynesian leftists, while holding power under the 
New Deal and the Fair Deal Administration, constructed 
bureaucracies (manned by swarms of bureaucrats under 
civil service protection) which operate as self-socialized 
forces, moving leftward regardless of the desires of the 
electorate or of elected officials. They are confident that 
a great national debt and continuing inflation plus enor- 
mous internal and foreign commitments assure the con- 
tinuance of Keynesian operations for generations to 
come regardless of who is in power. The only alter- 
native to Keynesism would be some very drastic po- 
litical surgery accompanied by a re-organization and 
abolishment of the greatest part of the Federal Bu- 
reaus.” (p. 77) 
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“PEACE” — KHRUSHCHEV STYLE 


Americans are faced today with an enemy whose 
tactics are completely foreign to our concept of morality 
and honesty. The propaganda tool most blantantly used 
and prompted by the Communist conspiracy is “peace.” 
Its sweet flavor is savored on the tongues of tran- 
quilized citizens who shudder at the very thought of 
hostility — even though such conflict is necessary for 
the preservation of freedom in a world threatened by 
Communist enslavement. 


We have utterly failed to apply the old maxim that 
“actions speak louder than words.” We are content with 
Khrushchev’s overtures for peace while totally ignoring 
the fact that now almost one billion people are enslaved 
under the tyrannical heel of this beastly dictator. 


The publication Foreign Affairs, quotes the follow- 
ing statement by Khrushchev during his visit to our 
country: “We have always stood and we stand today 
for non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
countries. We have always abided, and we shall abide 
by these positions.” 


While this succulent morsel is tempting your peace- 
ful taste buds, we will slyly slip in these bitter dregs of 
reality hoping that its odious sensation will provoke 










































POLAND: Non-aggression treaty July, 1932 
Partitioned September, 1939 

ESTONIA: Mutual Assistance Treaty September, 193) 
Forcibly annexed August, 1940 

LATVIA: Mutual Assistance Treaty October 1939 
Forcibly annexed August, 1940 

LITHUANIA: Mutual Assistance Treaty October, 1939 
Forcibly annexed August, 1940 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA: 
Mutual Assistance Treaty December 1943 
Communist Party takes over February, 1948 


HUNGARY: Peace Treaty September, 1947 
Communist Party, Soviet troops take over Feb. 194) 


RUMANIA: Peace Treaty September, 1947 
Communist Party, Soviet Troops take over Apr. 1948 


BULGARIA: Peace Treaty September, 1947 

Communist Party, Soviet Troops take over Aug. 1948 
Communist intervention and subversion is apparent 
in every major conflict since the second world war. The 
following quote from Time Magazine, July 25, 1960 
indicates that Khrushchev allots to the Kremlin conspir. 
acy the privilege of intervention but will not tolerate 

such action on the part of “free” nations. We quote: 
“*The U.S. President said the U.S. would not let 
Communism take over the country, (Nikita) roared. 
‘Will not let? Who gave it such a right? What right 
has the U.S. to dispose of the destinies of other coun: 










violent reactions. tries and other peoples?’” - 

Sper Posey, in i sy of Soi ames, ft dinsntendl h Krein pnp 
: aia md a agen = ind cgi : se haps the reproduction of this map (courtesy Anti-Com rac 
ae ns none cule ve A ri ‘ei giealiamieamaaiias munist League of America, Inc.) showing the exac§ Ser 
war. His findings are revealed thus: ‘ ohiees™ , ‘ 

SOVIET mal ” location of thirty-five of the most ruthless slave camp; 
Independence recognized May, 1920 in Russia istelf, will penetrate the fog. Remember, with: 
Invaded by Stalin, February, 1921 in the walls of these camps are millions of human; dre 

THE UKRAINE: Treaty of Alliance December, 1920 Whose only crime is that they hate the regime of th] rur 
Forcibly annexed December, 1922 “peaceful” Kremlin murderers. 
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